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REMARKS 

Applicams respectfully requesi reconsideration and allowance of this ^plicaiion 
m view of the above amendments and ihe following remarks. 

Status of T he riafms 

Claims 1-13 are currently pending in the present application. Each of the pending 
claims stands rejected. Claims 1, 4, 5 and 7 have been amended herein. 



Reiecfions Under 3S VS.C. S X12, € 2 

L The Examiner has rejected claim 5 under 35 U,S.C, § 1 12 '"as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
Applicant regards as the invention." Clamx 5 has been amended m accordance with the 
Examiners suggestion to provide proper antecedent basis. Specifically, at line 4, ^*a" has been 
changed to --said--. Applicants, therefore, respectfully request that this ground of rejection be 
withdrawn. 



Rejections Under on 3S U.S;C. § 102 

2. Claims 1-10. 12 and 13 have been rejected as being anticipated under 35 
US.C. § 102(b) by U.S. Patent No. 5,644,955 to Yamamoto. Applicants respectfully traverse 
the rejection. 

Applicants' invention as defined in amended claim 1 is directed to an axle 
housing assembly for receiving a drive axle for an industrial forklift. This axle housing unit 
comprises, inter alia, an axle hoiising having a differential housing with a body thereof and a pair 
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of axle lubes mounted on said body wherein the body is integrally fonned- The term **body" as 
ixsed in the specification of the present application means a bousing portion formed as an integral 
unit and supporting the axle rube. A repulsive force receiving portion is formed on this body. 
Thus, the issue of tolerance is restricted to the relationship between the body, the axle tube, and 
the suppon means (bracket) only. 

In Yamamoto, by contrast, the differential housing 23 supporting the axle mbe, 
and the carrier cover 30 provided with a repulsive force receiving member are two separate 
members. It does not matter which of the two corresponds to the body or the cover. What 
matters is that the axle tube and the repulsive force receiving member arc provided on different 
components. Thus, in Yamamoto. tolerance between the housing 23 and the cover 30 constitutes 
a funher problem in addition to that of the present case. 

With respect to claim 1, Apphcants respectfully submit that Yamamoto fails to 
disclose or suggest an axle housing having a differential hotjsing with a body thereof and a pair 
of axle mbes mounted on said body wherein the body is integrally formed. Since Yamamoto 
fails to disclose or suggest at least one element of amended claim 1. AppUcants respectfully 
submit that this claim patentably distinguishes over Yamamoto, 

Dependent claims 2-6 each depend either directly or indirectly on independent 
claim 1 and, therefore, incorporate each limitation of claim I. Thus, claims 2-6 are allowable 
over Yamamoto for the same reasons stated above for claim I. 

With respect to amended claim 7, Applicants respectfully submit that Yamamoto 
fails to disclose or suggest an axle housing having a differential housing with a body thereof and 
a pair of axle rubes mounted on said body wherein the body is integrally formed. Since 
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of axle rubes mounted on said body wherein ihe body is iniegrally fonned. The tenn **bod/' as 
used in The specificanon of the presem QppUcation means a bousing porcion fomied as an integral 
unit and supporting the axle rube. A repulsive force receiving porti n is formed on this body. 
Thus, the issue of tolerance is restricted to the relationship between the body, the axle tube, and 
the suppon meai^s (bracket) only. 

In Yamamoto, by contrast, the differential housing 23 supporting the axle tube, 
and the carrier cover 30 provided with a repulsive force receiving member are two separate 
members. It does not matter which of the two corresponds to the body or the cover. What 
matrers is that the axle tube and the repulsive force receiving member arc provided on different 
components. Thus, in Yamamoto, tolerance between the housing 23 and the cover 30 constitutes 
a further problem in addition to that of the present case. 

With respect to claim 1, Applicants respectfully submit that Yamamoto fails to 
disclose or suggest an axle housing having a differential housing with a body thereof and a pair 
of axle tubes mounted on said body wherein the body is integrally foimed. Since Yamamoto 
fails to disclose or suggest at least one element of amended claim 1. AppUcants respectfixlly 
submit that this claim patentably distinguishes over Yamamoto, 

Dependent claims 2-6 each depend either directly or indirectly on independent 
claim 1 and, therefore, incorporate each limitation of claim 1- Thus, claims 2-6 are allowable 
over Yamamoto for the same reasons stated above for claim 1. 

With respect to amended claim 7, Applicants respectfully submit that Yamamoto 
fails to disclose or suggest an axle bousing having a differential housing with a body thereof and 
a pair of axle mbes mounted on said body wherein the body is integrally formed. Since 
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Yamamoto fails i disclose or suggesi at kasi one element of amended claim 7, Applicants 
respectfully submit that this claim paientably distinguishes over Yamaraoto. 

Dependent claims 8-13 each depend cither directly or indirectly on independent 
claim 7 and, therefore, incorporate each limitation of claim 7. Thus, claims 8-13 are allowable 
over Yamaraoto for the same reasons stated above for claim 7. 

For the foregoing reasons, Applicants respectfully request that this ground of 
rejection be withdrawn. 

3. Claims 1-10, 12 and 13 have been rejected as being anticipated under 35 
U.S.C. § 102(b) by U,S, Patent No. 863.604 to Heraog, Applicants respectfully traverse the 
rejection. 

With respect to claim 1, Applicants respectfully submit that Herzog fails to 
disclose or suggest an axle housing having a differential housing with a body thereof and a pair 
of axle tubes moxmted on said body wherein the body is integrally formed- In fierzog, ihe 
differential housing 8 is divided into upper and lower housing portions, and the axle tube is 
supported by the mating surfaces thereof. While in the present application the body formed as an 
integral unit suppons both the axle tube and the repulsive force receiving member while 
Hensog's structure still involves two housings for supporting them, Funhcraiore, m Herzog's 
structure, tolerance between the upper and lower housing portions of the housing consciwtes a 
problem. Thus, the structures of these citations cannot achieve a reduction in the number of 
parts, which causes the problem of tolerance. Since Herzog fails to disclose or suggest at least 
one element of amended claim 1, Applicants respectfully submit that this claim patentably 
distinguishes over Herzog. 
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Dependent claims 2-6 each depend either directly r indirectly on independent 
claim I and, therefore, incorporate each limitation of claim 1. Thus, claims 2-6 are allowable 
over Herzog for the same reasons stated above for claim 1. 

With respect to amended claim 7, Applicants respectfully submit that Herzog fails 
to disclose or suggest an axle bousing having a differential housing with a body thereof and a 
pair of axle tubes mounted on said body wherein the body is integrally formed. Since Herzog 
fails to disclose or suggest at least one element of amended claim 7, Applicants respectfully 
submit that this claim pateniably distinguishes over Herzog. 

Dependent claims 8-13 each depend either directly or indirectly on independent 
claim 7 and, therefore, incorporate each limitation of claim 7. Thus, claiitis 8-13 are allowable 
over Yamamoto for the same reasons stated above for claim 7. 

For the foregoing reasons. Applicants respectfully request that this ground of 
rejection be withdrawn. 

Reieciions Based on 3S U.S,C. S 103 

4. Claim 1 1 has been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) ''as being 
unpatentable over Yamamoto in view of Pegg." Applicants respectfully traverse this rejection. 

Applicants respectfiiUy submit that neither Yamamoto nor Pegg, individually or 
in combination, disclose or suggest an axle housing as recited in amended claim 7. The axle 
housing unit recited in amended claim 7 comprises, inter alia, an axle housing having a 
differential housing with a body thereof and a pair of axle tubes mounted on said body wherein 
the body is integrally formed. Claim 1 1 depends on claim 7, 
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As discussed ^ove, Applicants respectfully submit that the axle housing in 
Yamamoio fails to disclose or suggest an axle housing having a differential housing with a body 
thereof and a pair of axle mbes mounted on said body wherein the body is integrally formed. 
Pegg does nothing to remedy this deficiency. Thus, wiihoui admitting that it is proper to 
combine Yamamoio with Pegg, Applicants respectfully submit that no combination of the 
elements taught by these two references achieves the axle housing unit recited in amended claim 
11. Therefore, AppUcanls respectfully request that this gromd of rejection be withdrawn. 

5. Claim 11 has been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) "as being 
unpatentable over Herzog in view of Pegg," Applicants respectfully traverse this rejection. 

Applicants respectfiilly submit thai neither Herzog nor Pegg, individually or in 
combination, disclose or suggest an axle housing as recited in amended claim 7. The axle 
housing unit recited in amended claim 7 comprises, inter alia, an axle housing having a 
differential housing with a body thereof and a pair of axle tubes mounted on said body wherein 
the body is integrally formed. Claim 1 1 depends on claim 7. 

As discussed above, Applicants respectfully submit that the axle housing in 
Herzog fails to disclose or suggest an axle housing having a differential housing with a body 
thereof and a pair of axle tubes mounted on said body wherein the body is integrally formed, 
Pegg does nothing to remedy this deficiency. Thus, without admitting that it is proper to 
combine Her2og with Pegg, Applicants respectfully submit that no combination of the elements 
taught by these two references achieves the axle housing unit recited in claim 1 1 . Therefore, 
Applicants respectfully request that this ground of rejection be withdrawn. 
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CONCLUSION 



Fpr these reasons, it is believed that all of the claims as presently presented, are 



patentable, and that this application is now in allowable condition. 



Coirespondence Address : 

MORGAN & FINNEGaN, I_.L.P. 
345 Park Avenue 
New York, NY 10154-0053 
(212)758-4800 Telephone 
(212)751-6849 facsimile 



Respectfully subnoilied, 
MORGAN & FINNEGaN, L L P. 



Dated: June 4. 2001 




Steven F. Meyer 
Registration No. 35.613 
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ATTACHMENT 

I. (Twice amended) An axle housing assembly comprising: 

an axle housing having a differential housing wiih a body Thereof and a pair of 
axle mbes mourned on said bod y, the body beinp integrally fonned : 

a support means addled for mounting xo a base frame for supporting said axle 
bousing; 

a repulsive force receiving member provided on the body of said differential 
housing for coupling said differential housing integrally with said support means. 

4, (Amended) An axle housing assembly according lo claim 3, wherein said 
repulsive force receiving member [includes] is secured to one of said pair of axle brackets 
by a repulsive force receiving bolt [for coupling] so that said body [with one of said pair 
of axle brackets] is integrally mounted on the base frame . 

5, (Twice amended) An axle housing assembly according to claim 4, wherein a 
thick portion projecting toward said body is formed on the one of said pair of axle 
brackets, 

said [a] repulsive force receiving member ftirther including a portion integrally 
[being] fomied on said body, 

said repulsive force receiving bolt being caused to pa^s through said thick portion 
and said portion of saijd repulsiv force receiving memter. 
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7. (Amended) An axle housing assembly comprising: 

an axle bousing having a dif&renrial housing wiih a body ibereof and a pair of 
axle Tubes mounted on said bod y, the body being integrally fomied : 

support brackets for supporting said axle housing on a base frame; 

a repulsive force receiving member extending generally vertically from the body 
of said differential housing for coupling said differential housing integrally with at least 
one of said support brackets; and 

a fastener extending through and securing together the repulsive force receiving 
member and said one support bracket. 
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